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" Venice, more than any other place, bears witness to the existence, 
from the six teenth century on, of a unitary code or common language of the city.” 

Henri Lefebvre / The Production of Space 

While so many spaces happen to be temporary closed, we propose to reflect and 
act on both the conditions and consequences in terms of openings of new spaces. 

The experience of closing a space does not compare. We know that any social space 
always implies a great diversity of knowledges and practices. Administration, pro¬ 
ducers, curators, active or inactive members have their words in this process of con¬ 
struction of ”what” happens ’’when”. A top-down or highly hierarchical setup group 
of people always gathers certain constant elements to produce more. These mo¬ 
dalities operate legally just as the framework used by democratic means to define 
a social person; an association or company. The process of organization defines the 
space, as we cannot differentiate the functional structure from the artefacts pro¬ 
duced within. We propose here to think the position of the on-looker/participant in 
the space as the relation between peers within a non-centralized network topology 
in order to precise our closing/opening subject matter. 

The essential property of a network is the ability to grow or decrease while main¬ 
taining communication and production. Thus the origin of the name V'CloudV', data 
are always connected independently of the precise location or working status of 
a specific point in the network. The transmission speed, or bandwidth, of commu¬ 
nication determines also the quality of operation. The procedures or protocols to 
follow are implemented to form the digital infrastructure. In case of digital network, 
protocols function above the hardware level and, below the software process. In 
other words, there is no actual need or direct purpose to know TCP/IP while coding 
HTML on your computer in Helsinki for a no-border website which server is located 
in Germany. What interests us here happens to be what we can learn when a physical 
space run by living members is closing its doors, and yet must pursue its operation. 

First, we have to understand that this closing process will take place within a very 
brief transition time. In the current situation, spaces must be closed on a legal stand 
point that was unforeseen-able beforehand. In case of a state of emergency, as it is 
the case now in many countries, we witness police that enforces the closing while 
most people generously agree. At the very moment, artistic practice.... We are sup¬ 
posedly in a no choice situation. The point is that we are summed to close physical 
spaces collectively, and organize individually anywhere else. The geometry of pow¬ 
ers that individualizes us, encourages individual initiatives--artists are silenced in 
public or subjectified as online entrepreneurs. In this moment of closing space, do 
we see a process of individualization transforming into a singular subjectivity? If we 
can address the objective conditions, what then happens once a multitude of active 
singularities finds form? And specifically, when this multitude still needs to commu¬ 
nicate and produce? What if we know and will assemble within and under the ban to 
assemble? 

This operates as the concrete contradiction that will define the process to think 


how to produce new spaces. The condition to think what may be a new space, an 
actual social space, must resist in order to reappropiate means/forms of produc¬ 
tion and communication. If we agree that a space is defined by its production and 
means of communication, the digital space operates as any other. However, the dig¬ 
ital space cannot be essentialized. And the purpose of this document is not to solve 
the issue. What is at stake here is somewhere else: 

We need to assess, distribute and install by ourselves the means of communication 
and production within a network always in the making. Most of the digital services 
on-line, available and for sale, are working using at some point open source software 
coded in license free language. We do not deny the added value done by work force, 
we claim that we can only produce new spaces by both getting closer to technology 
and distancing from existing mega-structures. 

But how much of a space is the digital space? We need to navigate, meaning to 
use the wind safely for our own objective. Just like a paradigm shift for a parallel 
economic system does not bring direct solution, the digital space does not pretend 
more. The digital space has already its own "liberated enclaves”, ready-made traps. 
We should not trap the future in projected plans. Do not make mistake here: what 
used to be the two most famous spaces of underground digital practice are the so- 
called dark web and the currency operating by blockchain. Both are being caught up 
by the market. The nowadays popular browser Tor allows anyone to reach the dark 
web easily and anonymously. The system of multiple server relay, including your 
own, guarantees a reasonably high level of privacy. Tor got famous for being used 
by most embassies in the world as a secure means of communication. The bitcoin 
currency is stored in your server wallet online. The point in this accounting method 
is that the wallet does not have a classic balance sheet with plus and minus as act of 
payment. The wallet amounts to the series of previous transactions. This information 
is then encrypted and deciphered, a data process known as mining. This process 
can take time, and is achieved with dedicated processors, or in farm of processors 
requiring lot of power. The encryption hides both side of the currency exchange. 
This is then not a surprise that Facebook has its domain registered on Tor and that 
the blockchain algorithm appears as the promising golden market for major compa¬ 
nies. As if being anonymous does not prevent from being part of the capitalist sys¬ 
tem. Maybe on the contrary, can we think that a generalization of anonymous private 
transaction would actually benefit those who want to keep their privilege and power? 

The new digital space we talk about operates with open and common resources by 
sharing its knowledge and practices. 

The digital space should not attempt to both neither define a center of any sort 
neither try to define for an extreme border that cannot be reached. The important 
point would be to maintain a dynamic of production and communication that relates 
to the actual need. 

Do we really need to store our emails in Google centers, which are cooled down 
in California by an entire river, when we exchange less than 100 emails per day ? 

Do we really need all Facebook technology to video stream a friends birthday ? 
and more importantly; would emancipation process would not already begin if we 
could achieve similar achievements by own our means? 


